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Buddy Garcia, Chairman 

lurry R. Soward, Commissioner 

Bryan W. Shaw, Ph.D., Commissioner 

Mark R. Vickery, P.G., Execulioi: Director 

TEXAS COMMISSION ON EN\/IRONMENTAL QUALITY 
Frotecling Texas Inj fieducimi ami Preuenting Pollulion 

February 3, 2009 

Mr. James D. Colma', P.E. 
Manager - Environmental Management 
Lear Corporation 
21557 Telegraph Road 
SouMidd. MI 48033 

Re: Approval of Affected Property Assessment Report, dated September 8, 2008 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
4 South Industrial Loop, Midland, Midland County, TX 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) SWR No. 2304] 
EPA ID No. TXD988065207 

Dear Mr. Cobner: 

. The TCEQ has reviewed the September 8, 2008 Affected Property Assessment Report .(APAR) revision. 
Based on our review, the TCEQ concurs that the investigation has been completed in accordance with 30 
Texas Administrative Code (TAC) §350.5.1. Please note when preparing theResponse Action Plan that itwill 
be necessary to conduct a minimum of two years of post-response action groundwater monitoring following the 
planned injections, which differs from the one year of post-injection monitoring mentioned in the Conclusions 
and Recommendations section of the APAR, 

If the responsible parly(s) elects to self-implement Remedy Standard A per the requirements of 30 TAC 
§350.32, a Self-Implementation Notice (SIN) must be submitted at least 10 days prior to conducting a response 
action in accordance with 30 TAC §350.92. Alternately, a Response Action Plan (RAP) is required to be 
submitted in accordanqe with 30 TAC §350.94 for review and approval. The SIN or RAP must be submitted 
within 180 days of tiie date of this letter. Please use the standard reporting forms found on our website at 
httpyAvww.tceq.state.tx.usA'emediation/tnp/iruidance.html. 

Questions concerning this letter should be directed to me at (512) 239-2268. When responding by mail, please 
submit an original and raie copy of all correspondence and reports to the TCEQ Remediation Division atMai) 
Code MC-127. An additional copy should be submitted to the local TCEQ Region Office. The information in 
the reference block should be included in all submittals. 

Sincerely, 

Danielle Schleman, Projec! Manager 
Team ], En"vironmenta] Cleanup Section II 
Remediation Division 

DES/ok 

cc: Waste Program Manager, TCEQ Region 7 Office, Midland 014000. 



TEXAS COMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
A'ffected Property Assessment Report Form 

Cover Page 

Regulatory ID number (Solid waste registraiion number, VCP ID number, etc) SWR 23041 
check one: [ j In i t ia l submittal for this on-site property 
Report date: Septembers, 2008 TCEQ Region No.: 2 

XjSubsequent submittal for tliis on-site property 

Reason for submittal: Notice of deficiency letter 
Permit 
Voluntaryresponse 

Enforcement order 
Directives letter 
Other: Updated Document 

Corrective Action (Mail Code 127) 
Voluntary Cleanup Program (yail Code 221) 
Superfund State Lead (Mall Code 143) 

TNRCC Program (check one) 
Superfund PRP Lead (Mai! Code 143) . 
Superfund Site Assessment (Mail Code 142) 
Municipal Solid Waste Permits (Mail Code 124) 

On-Site Property Name: 
Physical Address: 
Street no. 4 
City; Midiand 

On-Site Property information 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 

Pre dir: S Street name: Industrial Loop 
County: Midland County Code: 

Nearest street intersection or location description: 

Latitude: Degrees, Minutes, Seconds OR Decimal Degrees (indicate one) North 31° 58.328 
Longitude: Degrees, Minutes, Seconds OR Decimal Degrees (Indicate one) West 102^06.216 

Street type: 
165 

Road 

__2ip: 
Post dir: 

79701 

' ' • i 

""\ Affected Off-Site Property Information 
-Affected Off-Site Property Name: Industrial Loop (Midland County Street) 

Physical Address: 
Street no. 4 Pre dir: S, Street name: Industrial Loop Street type: 
City: Midiand County: Midland -
Attach additional page if needed to list all affected" off-site properties. 
njChecf< if no off-site properties affected.. 

Poad Post dir: 
County Code: 165 Zip: 79701 

Contact Person for On-Site Property information and Acknowiedgement 

Person (or company) Name: Lear Corporation • 

Contact Person: Mr. James D. Goimer, P.E. 

Mailing Address: 21557 Telegraph Road 

City: Southfieid 

Title: Manager -Environmental Management 

Slate: Ml Zip: 48033 E-mail address jcolmer@lear.com' 

Phone: (248)447-4271 Fax: (248) 447-4570 

By my signature below, ( acf<nowledge the requirement of §350.2(a) that no person shall submit information to the 
executive director or to parties who are rei:^uired to,l?e provided information under this chapter which they know o,"-
reasonably should have i<nown,to be false or intentionally misleading, or fail to submit available information which is critical 
to the understanding of the matter at hand or to the basis of critical decisions which reasonably would have been 
influenced by that information. Violation of this rule may subject a person to the imposition of civil, criminal, or 
administrative, penalties. 

Signature of Person C l y ^ J ^ f O < ^ ^ Name, print: James 0. Coimer, P.E Date: '7'So-2c^S> 

014001 
.TNRCC-10325/APAR August 2001 

mailto:jcolmer@lear.com


Executive Summary Page C-3 of C-8 

_ 
ID No.: SWR 23041 Report date: Sept. 9, 2008 

pmpleted exposure pathways identified? X Yes 
i f no, explain why the potential receptors or pathways were not identified, and include in the Conclusions and 
Recommendations section the actions that will be taken to meet these criteria. 

No • 

Threatened or Affected, Receptors Check if 
threatened 

Check if 
affected 

Lisi the involved affected properly(ies) 

¥teter supply well 
Surfagg ^̂ rfater̂ sediroent Surface water name: 

rvaporlfflBact) Building name: 
Urtdergroand utility serving as preferentml transport pathway 
Underground utility not sen/ing as preferential transport pathway 
'^Golofltoal (sptdW 
Other 
Tie 

iSElSiM 
X (Check if no threaiened or affected receptors. 

Describe the nature of the threatened or affected receptors and any abatement/stabilization actions conducted to address 
thg situations: ; 

L J 
Was the Tier 1 Exclusion Criteria for ecological receptors met? _X Yes (passed) 

Ciasslficaiion(s) of affected groundwater-bearing unit(s): 1 ^ g g 3 
Depth to shallowest affected groundm^aler-bearing um"t(s): ^ ^ ^ feet bgs 

No (failed) 

Was notification triggered in r^ponse to an actual or probable human exposure per §350.55(e)? X0k- ^ No 
If yes, describe the situation that triggered the notification requirement. Include documentation of all notifications in 
Appendix 12 unless previously provided, in which case indicate date provided to TNRCC. 

.-/ 
Were al! the appropriate notifications made in accordance with §350.55? 
If no, explain why notifications were not made: 

Yes No 

Were PCLs exceeded in any media? No X Yes 

If PCLs were exceeded, are all the PCLE zones defined? _X_ Yes No 
If not, discuss the reasons this ot^ective was not met and any alternative actions taken. Include in the Conclusions and 
Recommendations section the actions that will be taken to completely define the PCLE zones. 

' * Do any of the PCLE zones extend beyond the on-site property boundary? ^ ^ i f S s No Unknown 

;.;;. Provide a brief description of thePCLE zones, identify the media for which a remedy is required, and describe potential 
# Impacts of the COCs at the affected property. 

J 
'•• s 

Ihipacis to shallow groundwater beneath the site have been documented. During the most recent groundvs^ater 
samplina eveot conducted in February 2008, the«^0g'f©r"a'ha"h'§xavllihl an3iota] Crwere'exceeded in wells MW-3 
(0.15 and 0.16 fng/L), mi^20i:/(0.25 and 0.22 mg/L), raW^,02.'r(0.1, 0.36 mg/L), respectively. Weils exceeding ftmlKti^ 
:t^MIMromiara.'PDDhcluded M W - i (0.2 mg/L). M/W.-3Ql!(0.28 mg/L) and..MW.iaO6K0.15 mg/L). 

These wells indicate the impacted groundvi'ater is limited to shallow groundwater in an area approximately 100 ft long 
gnd40 ft wide. 

If PCLs are exceeded, has a response action been completed? Yes No, will seif-implement response action 
X No, will submit RAP 

014002 



Checklist for Report Completeness Pags C-5 of C-8 -
ID No.: SWR 23041 Report date: Seplember 9,2008 

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS 
Former Lear Corpora t ion Facility 

Mid land, Texas 
TCEQ SWR No. 23041 

Date{s) of 
Activity Description of 

Activity 

Summarize Sampling and 
Testing Conducted 

Summary of 
Conclusions 

Ref. 
No,^ 

February 2008 Low flow groundwater 
sampling 

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundwater 

low to ND concentrations NA 

November 
2007 

(\/ionitor well placement (401); 
lovi' flow groundwater 
sampling 

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundwater 

low to ND concentrations NA 

July 2006 Monitor well placement (402-
404); low flow groundwater 
sampling; slug testing 

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundwater 

low to ND concentrations NA 

November 
2005 

Monitor well placement (200 
300 series); low flow 
groundwater sampling; slug 
tesitijaa-

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundwater 

low to ND concentrations NA 

January/ 
j Fet)ruary 2004 

Monitor well placement; low 
flow groundwater sampling; 
slug testing 

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundwater 

low to ND concentrations 1 

i July 2002 
low fiow groundwater 
sampling 

Invj fn ND concentr^^i'^'n*-^ ' '̂  

:rounowatsr 

April 2001 Low flow groundwater 
sampling 

chromium (total and hex.) in 
groundvi^ater 

low to ND concentrations 3 

August 2000 Monitor well placement soil and groundwater analysis 
for chromium 

low to ND concentrations 
in soil and groundwater 

July 2000 
Subsurface Investigation/ 
Phase I! ESA 

four taohngs to groundwater, 
analysis for chromium, PCBs 

low to ND concentrations 
in soil and groundwater 

June 2000 Phase ! ESA None recommend sampling 
program 

1981-1999 
Miscellaneous Studies 
conducted for in-house 
operations, UST issues, and 
earlier property transactions 

Variety of compounds, however, 
bulk of assessment activities did 
not include areas of current 
concern nor target same COCs. 

information summarized 
only in June 2000 ESA -
sources not available 

mid io iate 
1980s 

^Removal ofchillers,ral the site 
(suspect source) 

None avaiiabie Chillers at the site 
suspected of being the 
COC source were 
removed prior to Lear 

NA 

Corresponds lo the reference number in the reference list in Appendix 1. 
TNRCC-10325/APAR August 2008 
no D,.,-„,I,-,,,c-iw Qiihrnittftd 

^14003 



Additional Assessment Activities 
I Lear Corporation Site 

v . - I 4 South Industrial Loop 
i Midiand, Texas 
AfMlEC Job No. 3-762-60000 

Attachment 2A 
Affected .f̂ roperty. Map 

3/778' cP EARTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL, INC 
ONE PLYMOUTH MESTINfS, SUITE 850 
PLYMOUTH MgcTtMG. PA 19*62-1306 

Own by: E.Chacon 
Check'd by: B. Barnes 
File No • P:\Drafflnaa2003\3.76?-60000ytt! 2fe.ciwo 



Geology/Hydrogeology 
Associated Information. Attachments 2B, 2E, 2F 

APAR Workslieet 2.1 Page 2-3 of 2-5 
ID Wo.: SWR 23041 Report date: Sept. 9, 2008 

Jroundwater-Bearing Unit 

Complete this section for all affected groundwater-bearing units or if the information was collected. Repeal section if more 
than one groundwater-beanng unit exists at the affected property. 

Name of groundwater-beanng unit: Ogallala Formation / Aquifer 

Average depth to static groundwater: ft BGS: -26 ft AMSL: =2786 

Type of groundwater-bearing unit; perched X unconfined semi-confined 
• confined: confining layer: top (ft BGS) bottom (ft BGS) 

bottom of groundwater-bearing unit: 
Explain answers as necessary; 

ftBG S: Unknown flAMSL: Unknown 

i 

Water ievei fluctuation (•*•/- ft.): ± 3 (estimated) duration: Unknown 
Groundvi'ater flow direction I f t j ig tM^I ' velocity: ft/day: 0.18 cm/sec: 6.2E-05 

Hovv' does this compare to the regional groundwater flow direction and velocity? Similar to published 
information 

If different, explain; 

there a vertical component to the groundwater gradient? Yes No X Unknown If yes. explain; 

The vertical component of the g.̂ oundwater gradient is unknown for this site, however a slight ve.'ticai component 
is likely. 

Predominant lithoiogy iilili^P^^^^^^I.(!i^l!i^.?^ltifi'fllgiaKtggii 

Saturated hydraulic conductivity (if known): 
Hydraulic conductivity test method: 

othe r {specify); 

cm/sec; 0.007 
gram size X slug test pump test 

Estimated sustainable yield (gal/day), if known 
Method of yield determination; _K_ slug test 

Estimated as greater than 150 gpd but less than 144K gpd 
pump test other (specify): 

Provide all aquifer test results and calculations in .Attachment 6A. Provide a brief interpretation of these results and 
descriplipn of any weli.design,.construdt}on or development situations that may have affected the yield estimation.. 
Slog testing was performed on 15 monitoring wells at the site in 2004. The results of the tests indicated a 
representative hydraulic conductivity (geometric mean of inter-well K's) of 0.007 cm/sec. The results of the slug 
testing are consistent with the published hydraulic conductivities for a silty-sand formation. Well completion details 
of MW-4 were not known, thus the K determined for this well was not included in the geometric mean caicuiation. 
In addition, the slug tests performed on MW-104 exhibited questionable data and this data was also excluded 
from the geometric mean. " . O 

Volumetric porosity (if known): unknown % Effective porosity (If known); Unknown % 

""lackground total dissolved solids (mg/L): max 1080 min: 
-vepresentative value: 1080 How was the' representative value derived? 
If statistically derived, include calculations in Appendix 10. 

_ no. of samples: one 
Well sample 

A«'»'H^ii!i:'-.\', ':^>ii L i ,• 



n 

LEGEND 
^ M W - ^ - *̂ C»nilOP Well tccwlion 

Approximale Site Properly 
1 
Lin? 

^ ~ ~ Chain-Unit Pone? 

_ 2190 — GroundWBtsr Cpntout 

©roimdwsler Flow DfrscBen 

•. * V 

AcWiltonal ftssessmsnl Aclivilies 
Lear Cotporalinn Sile 
4 Soulh Industrial Locp 
Midlsnd. Texas 
ft^SeC M l No. 3-T6Z-60P00 

Attachment 2C 
Groundwater Gradient Map 

February 200B 

ome ̂ ifi Earth & 
Envi ronmenta l 

pwithjT S.̂ t̂eCaf<ngg 

Pits 1.30.:. 

014006 



AMEC Project No. 5-775-300003 
Affected PropeRty Assessment 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
'Mielland, Texas 
August 2S, 2008 

ATTACHMEt^T2D CUMULATIVE TABLE OF GROUNDWATER MEASUREfVIENTS 

^^ 

Well ID 

1 (vlW-1 

MW-2 

1 MW-3 

i MW-4 

e= 

MW-A I 

• MW-B 1 

MW-C ! 

r 

DATE 

1 . 09/06/00 
07/23/02 
01/10/04 . 
11/09/05 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 

! 09/06/00 
! 07/23/02 
1 01/19/04 

11/09/05 
07/28/06 

i 11/05/07 
i 02/04/08 

09/06/00 
1 .07^3/04 
1 01/19/04 

11/09/05 

TOC Eievation 

100.00 
100.24 

2812.16 
2812,16 
2812.16 
2812.16 
2812.16 
99.36 
99.58 

2811.50 
2811.50 
2811.50 

i 2811.50 
2811.50 

98.85 
99.07 

2811.04 
2811.04 

02/07/06 • i 2811.04 
• 07/28/dB 

11/05/07 
02/04/08 
09/06/00 
07/23/02 
01/19/04 
11/07/05 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 
07/23/02 
01719/04 
11/08/05 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 ! 
07/23/02 
01/19/04 j 
11/09/05 
07/28/06 \ 
11/05/07 i 
02/04/08 
07/23/02 ! 
01/19/04 i 
11/07/06 : 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 ' 
02/04/08 

2811.04 
j 2811.04 

2811.04 • 
96.62 
98.84 

2810.80 
2810.80 
2810.80 
2810.80 
2810.80 ' 

99.59 
2812.22 
2812.22 
2812.22 
2812.22 
2812,22 1 

99,10 \ 
2811.12 
2811.12 i 
2811.12 
2811.12 
2811.12 i 
100.00 

2812.15 1 
2812.15 i 
2812.15 
2812.15 
2812.15 1 

I Depth to 
Groundwater 

23.69 
24,41 
24.30 

1 20.77 
21.96 
17,91 
NM 

23.55 
t 24.40 

24.10 
1 19.92 

21,18 
17.66 

1 17.98 
1 24.39 
i 25.35 

24.S9 
! 20.88 . 
1 21.28 

21.96 
18.56 
18.75 
24.56 
25.36 
25.05 
21.00 

. 22.38 
18,81 
18.90 
23.89 
23.68 
19,54 
20.86 j 
17.54 ^ 
17.62 I 
24.46 1 
24,23 
20,11 j 
21,43 
17.84 
18.12 
26.09 
25.77 j 
21.70 
23.11 
19.47 
19.63 1 

j Groundwater 
Elevation 

76.31 
75.83 

^ 2787,86 
2791.39 i 

i 2790.20 
2794.25 

NM 
75.81 

1 75.09 
2787.40 

1 2791.58 
2790.32 il 
2793.84 

i 2793.52 
74.46 

1 73.72 
2786.15 1 

! 2790.16 
2789.76 1 
2789,08 1 
2792.48 J 
?'̂ 92 29 
74.06 i 
73.48 j 

2785.75 
2789.80 
2788,42 
2791.99 i 
2791,90 ' 
75.70 

2788.54 
2792.68 1 
2791.36 
2794.68 
2794.60 
74.64 1 

2786.89 j 
. 2791.01 

2789.69 
2793.28 
2793.00 
73,91 1 

2786.38 
2790.45 i • 
2789.04 
2792.68 

.2792.52 j 

014007 
t^i^:&!, 



m B C project No. 5-776-300003 
Affected Property Assessment 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
Midtand. Texas 
August 29, 2008 

ATTACHMENT 2D CUMULATIVE TABLE OF GROUNDWATER MEASUREMENTS 

i • 

Well JD 

1 MW- 301 

MV\I- 302 
1 . 

1 
MW- 303 

1 
1 

IV1V\/- 304 

MW- 305 

1 
1 MW- 305 ! 

MW-401 ! 

i MW- 402 1 

1 MW-403 1 

• ' 
Ij y w- 404 j _ 

' DATE 

1 11/09/05 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 
ozmms 
11/09/05 

1 TOC Elevation 

j 2810.76 
2810.76 
2810.76 
2810.76 

1 2810.81 
07/26/06 1 2810.81 . 
11/05/07 2810.81 
02/04/08 2810.81 

• 11/09/05 2810.87 
07/26/06 I 2810.87 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 

1 2810.87 
1 2810.87 

11/09/05 1 2811.16 
1 02/07/06 

07/28/06 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 
11/09/05 
07/28/06 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 
11/09/05 
02/07/06 
07/27/06 
11/05/07 1 
02/04/08 1 
11/06/07 

1 2811.16 
[ 2811.16 
1 2811.16 
1- 2811.16 

2S10.99 
2810.99 
2810.99 
2810.99 
2810.74 
2810.74 1 
2810.74 
2810.74 i 
2810.74 1 
2810.41 ( 

02/04/08 2810.41 ! 
07/28A36 
11/05/07 ( 
02/04/08 1 
07/28/06 1 

2810,98 1 
2810.98 
2810.98 
2810.99 j 

11/05/07 j 2810.99 | 
02/04/08 
07/28/06 1 
11/05/07 
02/04/08 1 

2810.99 j 
2811.24 
2811.24 
2811.24 1 

' Depth to 
1 Groundwater 
1 20.47 

NM 
NM 

1 NM 
20.51 

1 NM 
NM 

1 NM 
1 20.51 

NM 
1 18.41 
1 18.49 

20.95 
21.42 

1 22.24 
j 18.64 
! 18.83 

20,55 
NM 

18.35 
18.44 
20.81 
21.06 
21.87 i 
19.31 I 
18.45 1 
18.55 1 
18.55 j 
21.56 
17.98 
18.25 1 
21.43 
18.19 
18.23 ! 
21.49 
17.96 j 
18.22 1 

j Groundwater 
1 Elevation 
1 2790.29 
1 NM 
j NM 
1 NM 
1 2790.30 
1 NM 

NM 1 
w y 

2790.36 -
j NM 
1 2792.46 
i 2792.38 
1 2790.21 
1 • 2789.74 

2788.92 
1 2792.52 
1 2792.31" i 
! 2790.44 

NM 1 
2792.64 
2792.55 
2789.93 
2789.68 
2788.87 
2791:43 I 
2792.29 
2791.86 
2791.86 i 
2789.42 
2793.00 
2792.73 
2789.56 
2792.80 
2792.76 
2789.75 1 
2793.28 I 
2793.02 

TOC - Topof Csyins elevalion. For data prior lo 200«;, eisvaiions were deiermined.using an &s!ab!tsh2d 

an elevation of 100.00. A sile survey including TOC eievaiions vras performed by a licensed surveyor in 

groundwater messuremenis after Ihal dale BTB based OR ihs sun^eyed TOC eievaiions. 

on-site benchmark set lo 

January 2004. All 

O^ 4 0 0 P 



Groundwater Assessment 
Associaied (nformalion: Allachmehls 6A, 6B and Appendix 5 

APAR Worksheet 6.0 Page 6-1 of 6-6 
ID No. SWR 23041 j Report date: Septembers, 200B 

'Complete this worksheel for each groundwater-bearing unil assessed. 
.ffected Property Name(s)/No(sj.: Fonrier Lear Facility Lisi all affected propeiHes (o v^hich this applies 

Summarize the nature and extent of COCs in groundvtfater at the affected property. 
j Concentrations of total ciirpmium and hexavalent chromium just above the critical PCL of 0.1 mg/L (for both COCs) 
have beeri detected in groundvi/ater at tlie site. During the Februaî ' 2008 monitoring event, total chromium was 
observed al concentrations up to 0.25 mg/L (MW-201, property boundary). Hexavalent Cr were observed al • 
concentrations up to 0.35 mg/L (M.W-2Q2, property boundary). Concentrations exceeding the PCLs were limited io 
a 100 by 40 fl araa beginning at MW-3 and extending across Industrial Loop East to MW-401. Monitor m«eH MW-D 
is completed in a zone deeper vifithin the aquifer (screened from 55 to 65 fi below ground surface, bgs). Total and 
jiexavalent chromium concentrations in this weli do not exceed the PCLs. 

^Investigation Approach 

Wame(s) of Groundwater-Bearing Unit{s): Ogallala Formation 
List af! groundwater-bearing units to which this information applies 

Discuss hovi' the. groundV(«a|er assessment requirements for on-site and If necessary off-site properties have been 
satisffsd. include the rationale for the selection of groundwater field screening and/or sampling locations in ter.ms of both 
•the placement of monitor wells,and the sampling d^pth. Discyss how the locafion and construction of the wells provides 
for the optimum obsen^ation of COCs based on the physical and chemical properties of the COCs, migration pathvi/ays, 
the t^pe and location of potential or affected receptors, and on the site-specific hydrogeologic conditions. If screening vî ss 
conducted and no samples were coilected, explain how the screening results justified the decision to not collect samples. 
Illustrate the monitor well locations on the maps in Attachments 2A and 68 and the monitor well construction details in 
Attachment 2E. 

Groundwater monitoring wells were placed at locations suggested by earlier studies, coupled with plans to monitor 
down, cross and up gradient locations wilTrin the confines of the subject property, as well as off-site down-gradient 
of the site. Weli screens extended from several feet about the water table lo at least 5 feet into the aquifer. A total 
wi iwenty-six iTionilor Vŝelis are prasent at She subject site (four placed in Augtist 200D five placed in July 2002 
(fc1W-A-E), five placed in January 200̂ ^ (MW-101-105), eight placed in November 2005 (MvV-201 & 202, MW-301-
306), three piacsd in July 2006 (MW-402-404), and one placed in November 2007 (MW-401)). Of the weils, a total 
Of eight have been instaiied off-site (MW-E, MW-101, IViW-102, MW-103 and IViV -̂401 through 404). MV\/-£, MW-
101, MW-103 and WiV\/-401 are located down-gradient from the site. MW-103 vi?as installed between MW-3 and an 
off-site unregistered water well... Om of the wells is screened at a depth discrete interval (MW-D, screened 55 to 
60 ft bgs) and is located adjacentto the previously identified impacted well (MW-3), to verify vertical extent of 
COCs. 

If DNAPLs or LNAPLs are potentially present based on field evidence or COC concentration, are 
the wells screened in an optimal manner to ĉ etect the NAPLs? If no, explain why not: X Yes No 

No DNAPLS or LNAPLS anticipated, and no evidence of such detected. 

Was the sampling depth and interval appropriate for the COCs and the geologic/hydrogeologic 
conditions? 
If no, explain why not: ^ • ___^ 

X Yes No 

Investigation Methods 

Nam9(s) of Groundwater-Bearing Unit(s): Ogallala Formation 0ff40O!^ 
List all groundwater-bearing units to which this information applies 

Identify' and describe the investigation methpd(s) used (drilling, hand auger, push probe, etc) if not included in Worksheet 
r ~ "-.0. Discuss the site-specific reasons lor choosing the rnethod(s) and explain any atypical procedures or any problems 

. ' n p o u n t e r e d . , •• •; .̂ _ 
Borings were placed using air rotary methods.. Air monitor wells were completed down hole and were properly • ^ -̂ ; 
screened lo allow for monitoring of the upper portion of the aquifer (except, for MW-D, described above). All new 
well matf rials were used. Drilling was conducted by a Texas-licensed well driiier. : . 

:...:.-'r«ii;«;fc.,a:i.; 



Groundwater Assessment 
Associaled Informalion: Atiachmenis 6A, 6B and Appendix 5 

APAR Worksheet 6.0 
ID Mo, SWR 23041 

Page 6-3 of 6-6 
Report date: Seplember 9, 2008 Oy' 

Is the field logbook avaiiabie upon request? Yes No If no, provide justification. 

Arfe the monitor wells in good condition? _K__ Yes No 
If hti, specify which well(s).and the specific problem. If actions to fix the pfoblem(s) have not been taken, include 
these measuras in the Conclusions and Recommendations portion of the Executive Summary. 

J 
Nature and Extent 

Namefs] of Groundwater-Bearing UnJt{s): Ogallala Formation 
List all groundwater-bearing units to which this information applies 

Have COCs been detected in the groundwater-bearing unit? _X_ Yes No 

Was the lateral extent of the COCs defined to the required assessment level? X . Yes No 
If no, explain: ' __^ . 

Depici the affected groundwater and the PCLE zone on the cross sections in Attachment 2F and on the maps in 
Attachment 6B. 
Does the affected groundwater extend beyond the on-site property boundary? X Yes No Unknovm 

. jiscuss any modifications made to the affected groundwater assessment in light of §350.51 (a) when there are existing 
physical controis that will be used in a Remedy Standard B response action. 

Has LNAPL been detected? Yes X No 
If yes, and abatement measures have been conducted, provide details in the Chronology. 

Has the extent of the LNAPL plume been defined? 
# no, explain Why not: 

Yes No 

Hot applicable 

apparent thickness (ft): LNAPL approximate extent length (ft): width (ft): 
Specify well ID number and maximum thickness: 
Does the LNAPL extend beyond the on-site property boundary/? Yes No Unknov/n 

Is DNARL present? Yes, measured Yes, suspected based on dissolved cDnG"entrations 
\ _ X _ No, and not suspected based on dissolved concentrations 

:, If yes, end abatemen! measures have been conducted, provide details in the Chronology. 

: • Has the extmt of the DNAPi been defined? Yes No 
s j if flo^ explain wily not: \ 
1^' -Not applicable 
^ - " • . • . . 

Off ^O'*' ^ 

f ? . « . ^._ .J4i,ulii.;« :,:p._: 
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AMEC TriSj . No. .•;-775-30non.T 
AddiHonnl As5o??rnonl AClivilips 
Pormpr l..<"nr Corporation Facility 
MidlanrJ, T,>x3? dlTlG 

A T r A r l ; ' , i E n T 6 A 1 a 
S i immarv of G roundwa to r A i ia ly i i ca ! Resul ts - Nov. 2005 ( b r o i i g h Feb. ZOOS 

I lexavalerit Chromiurti 
February ZOOB 
November 2U07 
July 2006 
February 2006 

FCL 
o.to 

MVv'-C MVV-E fvlW-3 
Dup of 
MW-3 MW 4 MW-101 MW-iU2 MW-201 

V>vp of 
MV^-201 MW-202 

Di.ip of 
MW-202 MW-304 MVV-306 MW-401 MVV-4n2 M'vV-403 MW-404 

~ " ' ' " " 1 
0.010 
0.0070 

NS 
NS 

November 2005 1 1 NS 

0.091 
fSflsiSlS 
-»:oTi4W 

0.073 
:5ro^1;5o5i 

S!H;S5?S5 NS 
0.090 NS 

wmmm 
mo'm'M 
mmnssB 

i ro .^g^ 
fg.0f15'-:S' 
S.t)Sl5S 

0.015 
0.015 

MS 
NS 

. NS 

0.059 
0.042 
0.03 
0.027 

NS. 

0.07.5 

o.on 
0.076 

N;':;. 
0.030 

mtoitm 0.052 

wi:2m\mimm 
m'iii3'm> 
sSdJssSP 

mmms 

NS 
NS 
NS 

«toHdm 
JtlO;24K 
SEiJHSfs 
JiSjoilie 
aSsO:22S 

?Io;:l8.:1. 
moMm 

0.076 
NS 
NS 

0.074 

K0-:16?£ 
0.085 

S?bLl2=l 
S';D:20-?f 

0.055 

0.098 
W.Qi\Bm 
ssdJITiiE 
.iSiO!Z2s 

0.053 
0.096 

X 
X 
X 

0.019 
0.020 
0.052 

X 
X 

0.032 
<0.003 U 
<0.0050 

X 
X 

0.024 
0.027 
0.026 

X 
X 

Total Chromium 
February 2008 
November 2007 
July 2005 
Februaiv 2006 
November 2005 

0.10 
<0.010 
<0.010 

NS 
NS 
NS 

ISOffiOSP 

monism: 
s^oa4S 
•ssnaiis 
ms&Gim 

M0361P 
sS0i20>S 
iSo;65lg 
Mcfa is 
^Sflas^ 

NS 
NS 

?Sie;53ff 

i i ioiSa 
'̂ SEb.si83S 

0.023 
0-026 

NS 
NS 
NS 

0.038 
0.044 
0.041 
0.04 
NS 

O.t' 
U.U: 
0.0 

H: 
O.r, 

1 
.J3 
:4 
53 
"} 
3 

mmzm 
S35D;26!S^ 
g«t)'.36SS 
Sci;45gB 

mmism 

mmzzm. 
w.miem 

NS 
NS 
NS 

Slolself 
.6^0:1 e ^ ; 
Monzlg 
ssohoni 
;iSD;16»5 

^>o:3d^. 
sitoa.TSi 
S o n 2 ^ 

NS 
NS 

gS0r28g; 
^0.22:,S:: 
"S|d;57.^^ 
^d :4o . :m 
« S d 2 1 ' ^ 

-^tJrlSa? 
.Soiissg 
igoMSh* 
?;r?d;-32i? 
^s\oti5M 

0.066 
^ ' d j i d © 

X 
X 
X 

0.019 
0.021 
0.037 

X 
X 

'0.010 
0.0050 U 

0.02 
X 
X 

0.019 
0.016 
0.025 

X 
X 

Nole?: 
Sample results are in mai l . . 
PCL -•• Protective ConcentraT'on Level. 
Shaded and bold concentrations indicate concentratioas that exceed the PCL (0. 0 mg'L] 

NS = Mnt Sampled. 

X = Well not Installed 
U =Concenlrat ion is less than the repartiiig limit. 

o 

o 



AMEC Project No. 5-77S-300003 
Addttlonai Assessment Activities 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
Midland, Texas 

amecP 
ATTACHMENT 6A1b 

CUiyiULATiVE GROUNDV¥ATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

t - f 

Sample No. Monitor Well No. Date 

2-167-W-725-D MW-D 

2-157.Vi/-725-E MW-E 

Mw-m 

MV'J-iOl 

MW-103 

M W-104 

MW-502 

tv!V\/-100 ( 

MW-501 (! 

MW-500 (t: 

MW-105 

MW-201 r 
'blind dup of MW-201) ~_ 

blind dup of yW-201) "_ 

Diincf dup of MW-201) 

jiind dup ol MW-201) 
MW-202 

(inddupoffî W-202) 

07/25/02 
01/20/04 
11/09/05 
07/25/02 
01/21/04 

11/07/05 
02/08/06 
07/26/06 
11/07/07 
02/05/08 
01/20/04 
02/08/06 
07/26/06 
11/06/07 
02/06/08 
01/20/04 
11/07/05 
07/26/06 
11/06/07 
02/05/08 
01/21/04 
11/08/05 
07/26/06 
11/07/07 
02/05/08 
01/21/04 
11/08/05 
07/26/06 
11/07/07 
02/05/08 
01/21/04 
11/08/05 
07/26/06 
11/07/07 
02/05/08 

** 11/08/05 
11/08/05 
02/07/06 
02/07/08 • 
07/26/06 
11/06/07 
11/06/07 
02/06/08 
02/06/08 

* 11/08/05 
02/08/06 
07/26/06 
07/26/06 

Total Chromium Chromium V( 
(mg/L) (mg/L) 

0.048 
0.051 

f 0.06 
0.06 

0.05 0.050 
0.094 

0.0869 
0.16 
0.21 
0.24 . 
0,25 
0.20 

0.0454 
0.04 

0.041 

0.13 
0.09 
0.15 

0.073 
0.14 
0.18 

0.091 
0.050 
0.027 
0.030 

0.044 0.042 
0.038 

0.0587 
0.03 

0.088 
0.054 
0.063 

0.003 (J) 
<0.0t 
NW 
•NM 
NM 

0.003 (J) 
<0.01 
NM 
NM 
NM 

0.0009 fJ) 
<0.01 
NM 
NM 
NM 

0.75 
0.79 
0.45 
0.22 
0.36 
0.26 
0.26 
0.22 
0.22 
0.16 
0.10 
0.12 
0.1.2 

0.059 

o.mom 
0.033 
0.072 
0.071 
0.078 

0.010 (U) 
<0.005 

NM 
NM 
NM 

0.010 (U) 
0.005 
NM 
NM 
NM 

0.010 (U) 
<0.005 

NM 
NM 
NM 
0.76 
0.76 
0.38 
0.15 
0.23 1 
0.23. 
0,49 
0.25 

0.052 
0.22 
0.11 . .. 
0.13 • 

0.076 

u 

pH (S.U.) 

NM 
8.46 
7.35 
NM 

8,90 
7.28 
7.28 
7.58 
7.89 
7.72 
8.83 
7.72 
7.93 
NM 
NM 

9.06 
7.3'6 
7.90 
NM 
NM 

9.00 
6.51 
NM 
NM 
NM 
9.17 
7.22 
NM 
NM 
NM 

8.79 
6.51 
NM 
NM 
NM 

7.23 • 
7.23 
7.01 
7.01 
7.20 
7.41 
7.41 
7.21 
7.21 
7.08 

... 7.12 
7.15 . 

110^'j;»'" 



AMSC Project No. 5-775-300003 
Additional Assessment Activities 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
Midland, Texas 

anne 
ATTACHMENT 6A1b 

CUMULATIVE GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

Sample No. 

Field Blanl< 

Monitor Well No, Date 

ITCSQ Ri8l< Based PCL* 

01/22/04 
11/06/07 
11/07/07 j 

!Total Chromium 
(mg/L) 

<O.0005 
<0,0005 

Chromium VI 
(mg/L) 

O.OIO(U) 
0.003 (U) 

<0.0005 0.003 (U) 
0.1** j 0.1** j 

pH (S.U.) 

Nix/i 
NM 
NM 

' • Texas .Risis Reduclion Pregram (TRRP), TAC 350, ResideoEtai Protective Concentraiton Lfevel 

" - PCL ior Class I or II groundwater, Class [| I i'CL 1.0 mg?L 

•'•-Exceedea the hoiding time in tiie Nov. 2005 event and was resampled Feb. 2008 

mg/L - milligrams per filer 

S.U. • standard unils 

N/A - nol analyzed 

Bold denotes concentrations > PCL 

Qualified Anati4ical Data Flags 

U-Analyte deieoted in Field Biani; a! 0,010 mg/L, thus the Method Detection Limit (MDL) was set at 0.05 mg/L for Hexavalent Chromium. 

Concentrations with U-flag are less than the MDL. 

J - Deieoted i5ij! below the Reporting Limil - Estimated Concentration 

0140!^ 3 



AWied j .« jea No. 3-762-60000 
Affected Properly Assessment 
Former Lear Corporation Facility 
Midland, Texas 
April 14, 2004 

in 

ATTACHMENT 6A2 GROUNDWATER GEOCHEWIISTRY DATA 

dmB 

"1 
Well 

Number Date | 
y W - 1 , 1/22/2004 T 
iVlW-2 

MW-3 

MW-4 

1/22/2004 

1/22/2004 

1/20/2004 
MW-A 1/22/2004 \ 
MW-B 1/22/2004 

MW-C 1/20/2004 
MW-D 1/20/2004 
MW-E 1/21/2004 

MW-101 1/20/2004 
MW-102 
MW-103 
MW-104 

MW-105 
PW-G 

1/20/2004 
1/21/2004 
1/21/2004 

1/21/2004 
1/22/2004 

Calc ium 
(mg/L) 

2560 

98.1 

88.1 

873 
113 
111 

872 

2390 
. 92.8 

107 
100 
92.1 
104 

2390 
105 

Magnes ium 
(mg/L) 

37.8 

32.5 

31.6 

19 
35.6 
37.8 

33.8 
27.8 
38.6 
27.5 
40.2 
29.2 
33.2 

35.6 
29.2 

Po tass ium Sod ium 
(mg/L) (mg/L) 

4.83 
5.44 

5.62 

169 
177 

182 

4.22 122 
8.24 226 
4.39 

8.47 
15.3 
9.74 
12.4 
15.7 

5.98 
5.99 

5.56 
1 8.42 

207 

278 
278 
202 
261 
228 
187 
327 

226 
176 

Cl i lo r ide 
(mg/L) 

165 

135 

155 

235 
230 

180 

225 

355 
145 • 
225 
285 
140 
255 

235 
1 150 

Sulfate 
(mg/L) 

123 
111 

114 

157 
167 

129 

185 
250 
135 
203 
150 
125 
216 
150 
168 

Wkal in i ty as 
Bicarbonate 

(mg/L) 

320 

340 

340 

360 
350. 

350 
360 

270 
370 
300 
360 
310 
320 

320. 
350 

AikaHmty 
as 

Carbonate 
(mg/L) 

<5.00 

<5.00 

<5.00 
<5.00 
<5.00 

<5.00 

<5.00 

<5.00 
<2.38 
<5.00 
<5.00 
<2.38 
<2.38 
<2.38 
<5.00 _' 

Tota l 
Alkal in i ty 1 

(mg/L) 1 
320 

340 

340 
360 
350 

350 
360 

270 
370 
300 
360 
310 
320 
320 
350 1 

o 
I* 
o 
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o C O R P O R A T I O N 

CO 
T/F/IHW 2 - 3 OS^/ Kg, 
ARTS C O M M # / - Z & ' W ^ ^ T 
PROJ. MGR. D'SQf^f~&^.tZ^ 

21557 Telegraph Road 

Southfieid, 1^148034 

USA 

Phone (248) 447-1544 
Fax (248) 447-4408 

Liam E. Hart, Esq. 
Deputy General Counsel 
And Chief Compliance Officer 
E-mail: lhart@lear.com 

September 2, 2009 

Ms. Danielle Schleman 
VCP-CA Section, VCP Team 2 
Remediation Division 
Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 
P.O. Box 13087 
Austin, TX 78711-3087 

RE: Lear Corporation Bankruptcy Notice Regarding the Former Lear 
Corporation Facility located at 4 South Industrial Loop, Midland, TX, -
TCEQ SWR No. 23041 - EP Id. No. TXD988065207 - Customer No. 
CN600877872 - Regulated Entity No. RN101634962 

Dear Ms. Schleman: 

On July 7,2009, Lear Corporation (Lear) filed for reorganization of its U.S. and Canadian 
businesses imder Chapter 11 of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code. Lear had been conducting 
investigation and cleanup of a former property located at 4 South Industrial Loop, Midland, TX 
(the Site) pursuant to a private contractual agreement with the property owner. In light of Lear's 
bankruptcy, and its rights and obligations as a Chapter 11 debtor, please be advised that Lear is 
unable to continue investigation and cleanup activities at the Site. We have provided a similar 
notice to the property owner. 

Should you have any questions, please feel ftee to contact me at (248) 447-1544. 

Sincerely, 

j /Liam E. Hart RECEIVED 
SEP 0 8 2009 

REMEDIAnONDIYISION 

01500^ 

mailto:lhart@lear.com
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